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To Mr. FoSTER'S 


Second LETTER. 


1 
. 


PETS FT E R above a Year's Silence, Mr. 
beer has thought fit to publiſh an 
Sg Anſwer to my Second Letter. The 
Reaſons of his Delay, he tells us, 

are 70 himſelf, and with himſelf I am 
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n ANSWER to - 
The general Queſtion is, Who are Hereticks 
in ſuch a Senſe as will juſtify the Church in ex- 
_ cluding them from the Privileges of viſible Com- 
munion? Mr. Fofter ſays, They are thoſe only 
who make a Profeſſion contrary to the Chriſtian 


Faith, in Oppoſition to the Senſe and Conviction 
of their own Minds. My Opinion is, that who- 


ever openly oppugns the Chriſtian Doctrine, 
whether with Conviction or againſt Conviction, 


whether ſincerely or infincerely, is a Heretick ; 
and if he reforms not upon proper Admonition, 
may and ought to be debarr'd the Privileges of 
Chriſtian Communion. - 

Upon this Foot the Controverſy at firſt ſer our, 
and has all along proceeded. But Mr. Fofter has 
in this laſt Performance ſtarted a new Thought, 

which, becauſe it ſeemingly affects the Stare of 
the Queſtion, and is deliver'd out with an Air of 
-great Importance, and Show of fair Dealing, 
muſt here be taken Notice of. ET ä 


El beg leave (ſays he) to ſubjoin to the Ob- | 
_« ſervations which I formerly made, that upon 


<«. reviewing and conſidering the Matter more 
& caretully, I can ſee no Reaſon to believe that 


La 


“ departing from the Faith is at all eſſential to rhe 


* 


Character and Guilt of a Heretick. — For 
.« Sects or Hereſies may be formed about Rituals, 
about Things in themſelves indifferent, and 


” 


«confeſſed to be indifferent, as well as about Points 


Of DoFrine.: And if the Leaders of theſe Sects 


c a&t againſt their inward Convictions, they may 
“ juſtly be deſcrib'd (let them be ever ſo Ortho- 


do in Matters of mere Faith) as factious, ill 
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Mr. FosTER's ſecond Leiter. © 
In my Sermon I paraphraſed theſe Words, 
„HA Heretick is ſubveried, thus, — He is turned afrde © 
« from the true Faith. But the learned Reader 
« will ſee that there was no ſolid Foundation for 
« this Paraphraſe; and I myſelt am fully con- 
« vinced of it. And thinking it in controverſial 
« Writings an Act of Juſtice ro the Publick to 
acknowledge an Error of which I am con- 
“ vinced, I take this only Opportunity, which I 
«© have at preſent, to correct every thing, both 
in the Sermon and in my firſt Letter, that in- 
« timates departing from the Faith, or maintaining 
«© Doctrines contrary to Chriſtianity, to be a 
“% neceſſary Part of the Heretick's Character, 
&© whom St. Paul hath condemned. | 

He concludes thus: | wy | 
It is almoſt needleſs to add, that this Alter- 
ation is not owing to any Thing in Your 
« Reaſoning, the whole of which it directly op- 
It is very commendable, no doubt, when Men 
can bring themſelves to acknowledge their Miſ- 
rakes, Whether rea} or imaginary. And if Mr. 
Fofter had reviewed and conjidered the Matter with 
the Care and Impartialicy he pretends to, he 
might have found many proper Occaſions in the 
Courſe of the Argument to give Proof of his In- 
genuity. But as to this particular Inſtance, I 
maſt take the Liberty to ſay, He has no Merit 
to plead from it; for nothing depends upon it. 
Mr. Foſter now thinks, that Hereſies may be 
formed as well about Rituals as about Points of 
Doctrine. Be it fo. What is this to the Pur- 
poſe? I never had any Diſpute with the Gentle- 
man upon this Queſtion, nor ever meant or mean 
to have any. The Point with me is, Whether 
eee i. e. (as Mr. Fofter explains) 


ating againſt Conviftion, is neceſſary to W 
1 1 JT 
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4 An ANS WER o 
the Notion of a Heretick; and this Queſtion will 
not at all be affected by adjuſting the particular 
Matter about which Hereſy may be converſant. 
Mr. Fofter's firſt Account of Hereſy (as he him- 


Aſelf confeſſes) was, that it was a Departure from 


the Faith. Thus far I found no Fault with him; 
for this (whether right or wrong) was not the 
Thing that gave the Offence. Bur the Offence 
was taken (and, as I conceive, juſtly taken) at 
his ſaying, That no Departure from the Faith is 
Herely, to the Purpoſes. of Church Diſcipline, 
UNLESS the Perſon is conſcious to himſelf of his 
being in the wrong. This is the ſingle Point that 
I have oppoſed; and therefore it is ſo far from 
being true, that this After- thought of Mr. Fofter's 
oppoſes the whole of my Reaſoning, that my Reaſon- 
ing has nothing to do with it; and the Gentle- 
man's boaſted Diſpoſition to do publick Juſtice 
comes out at laſt to be no more, than a very 
ſtrong e pn to contradiit any Thing that I. 
ſay, thoug 
the Reader, I hope, will take Notice that the State 
of the Queſtion ſtands juſt where it did; and 
that whether I agree with Mr. Fuſter in this new 
Notion of Hereſy, or whether I differ from him, 
the Diſpute will not advance one jor, on either 
Side, nearer to a Concluſio n 
ILIu0o0o ſpeak therefore to A . 
Mr. Fofter tounds his Notion of Hereſy upon 
that Paſlage of St. Paul, Tit. iii. 10, 11. A Man 
that is an Heretick after the firft and ſecond Admo- 


he has before ſaid it himſelf Bur 


aition, reject; knowing that he that is ſuch, is ſub= 


derte, eee being condemned of himſelf. The 
main Streſs of the Argument reſts upon the Force 
ol this Expreſſion, he is condemned of himſelf, which 
Mr. Fofter interprets as ſignifying that he is con- 
demned in his «wn Mind or Conſcience; and 
thence infers, That no one is ſuch a Heretick 
op „„ "2 IDS 
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Mr..FosTER's ſecond Letter. 5 

as the Church may reject, but he who is thas 
ſelf- condemned. I have given another Inter- 
pretation of this Paſſage, which I ſubmit, as ir 
ſtands in my ſecond Letter, to the Judgment of 
the Learned, to whom alone the Appeal lies. 
But whether my Interpretation be Fan — or not; 
the great Queſtion will ſtill be, Whether Mr. 
Fofter's is not wrong © and there is this Conſidera- 
tion which ſhews it to be ſo, viz. That if none 
are Hereticks, or to be rejected as ſuch, but 
thoſe who act againſt Convi&ion, the Apoſtle 


has given an impracticable Rule. Men muſt be 


known to be Hereticks before they are rejected. 
as ſuch. But, Who knows but God, whether, 
when a Man oppoſes the Truth, he does or does 
not act againſt Conviction? | | 
- Here liest he Difficulty : Which Mr. Fofer 
foreſaw; and to guard againſt it had recourſe to 
the Giſt of Diſcerning Spirits, i. e. = he inter- 
5 e the Power of knowing Mens Hearts by In- 
piration. This Gift, he ſuppoſed, was granted 
to the Apoſtles, to Titus, and other Perſons of 
his Office and Character in the Church, who, in 
virtue of it, were enabled to judge of Hereſy. 
What I have ſaid as to the — Exiftence of any 
ſuch Gift in the primitive Church, or the Exer- 
ciſe of it in Eecleſiaſtical Diſcipline, needs not to 
be reconſidered; becauſe Mr. Foffer is now deter- 
mined to DROP this as a FOREIGN Point; and 
fays, that whether my Opinion or his, about the Gift 
/ Diſcerning Spirits, be admitted, the main Contro- 
 werſy will not be in the leaſt affected by it ®. Any 
one will believe that Mr. Foffer would not have 
Aropt this as a foreign Point, but upon the fulleſt 
Convi&ion that it can never be made to ſerve his 
Purpoſe; and thus much is clear and manifeſt, 


% Letters, p. . 
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that allowing to Mr. Fofer his Hypotheſis, it 
will go at moſt no farther than to ſhew, that the 
_ Rule was practicable in the Age of Miracles. 
And if the Rule is practicable upon zo cther foot 
than this, the Right to judge and reje& Here- 
ticks is now at an End, and has been ſo ever 
ſince Miracles have ceaſed. This Conſequence 
is unavoidable; and Mr. Fofter was ſo far from be- 
ing afraid of it, that he made no Scruple, in virtue 
of his Interpretation of the Apoſtolick Rule, at 
once to throw out the whole Diſcipline of the 
Church, in rejecting Hereticks, as practiſed 
from the Days of the Apoſtles till now, as Uſur- 
pation and Tyranny. This was the Reaſon, and 
the only Reaſon of my . his Interpre- 
tation, as appears from both my Letters. Jour 
INTENTION ig maintaining that he only is a Here- 
tick, who knowingly eſpouſes a falſe Doctrine, is to ſhew 
the UNKEASONABLENESS —— of DEBARRING 
Men the Privilege of Chriſtian Comminion for Fe- 
retical Opinions. Furſt Letter, p. 5. Again, — 
Your ME ANING is, — That ALL Cenſures of others, 
ExcLupinG them from the Privileges of Chriſtian 
Communion, for Heretical Opinions, are WRONG. 
And ſecond Letter, p. 61. It was for the Sake of 
this CONSEQUENCE ALONE that I oppoſed your 
Interpretation. And, p. 68. Had this been your 
Caſe, that you had thought your Interpretation recon- 
cileable to the ordinary Diſcipline of the Church, you 
ſponld have enjoyed it quietly for me. The Reader 
perceives that I oppoſed Mr. Fofter's Interpreta- 
tion only to deſtroy the Ussz that he made of it in 


throwing all Diſcipline out of the Church. What 


now does the Gentleman ſay? Has he quitted 
his Notion of Hereſy ? No; he ſtill holds it, 
that no one is a Heretick, but he who, a&s againſt 
Conviction. Does he then ui it, that there is 
now NOR1GHT in the Church to reject 1 
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Mr. FosTEr's ſecond Letter. 7 
and thar all Exercife of Diſcipline in ſuch Caſes, 
ſince the Ceſſation of Miracles, has been Uſurpa- 
tion? Nor this; But he ſays, that though he 
had recourſe to the Gift of Diſcerning Spirits, 
as 4 way of removing the grand ObjeiFion, which he 
thought would be generally convincing, &c.— he 
did not conſider it as the only way. For (adds 
he) Hereticks May be known wWIr Hour this 
Gift; and I Have NEVER ONCE ASSERTED 
THE CONTRARY *. I had this Anſwer before 
in his firſt Letter. The (ſays he) it be my Opi- 
nion, That now, when extraordinary Illuminations 
and Aſſiſtances are ceaſed, it is a Point of great 
NicerTy to judge of Hereſy it can by no Means 
be inferred from thence, that I think Hereſy can 
NEVER be known. \\P. 48, 49. Again, p. 50. T1 
have NEVER ASSERTED that Hereticks CANNOT 
NOW BE KNOWN, gor conſequently REJECTED. I 
conſider'd this as a mere Evaſion, and am ſtill 
ſuſpicious that it is nothing better, for a Reaſon 
which ſhall be mentioned in due time. But ſince 
the ſame 'Thing is ſaid, and repeated, and no- 
thing elſe offered, we are to look upon this 
(Whatever it comes to) as his final Anſwer ; in 
which if there be any proper Meaning, it muſt 
be this, viz. That notwithſtanding 20 one is a 
Heretick but he who acts 4715 Conviction, yet 
the Church may now judge of Hereticks, and has 

a Right to 2 them. Whether this be ttrus 
or not; that 1s, whether a Right in the Church 
to judge and reject Hereticks can ſtand with Mr. 
Fyſter's Notion of Hereſy, is another Matter; 
But, true or falſe, every one ſees that Mr. Fofter, 
—_— he holds his Notion of Hereſy, quits 
his Usx of it; i. e. gives up every thing in the 
Controverſy that is worth the contending for. 


* 24 Letter, p. 7. ; 
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8 An ANSWER to 
One Thing only it concerns me to anſwer. Mr. 
Fofter ſays, That he Never ONCE aſſerted that 
Hereticks cannot be known without the Gift of Diſ= 
| 2 Spirits; which is denying that he ever 
made that Us of his Interpretation which I ſay 
he has made of it, and upon which the whole 
Controverſy is grounded. This is a Point that 
-F muff try for my own Sake; and, that I may 
not appear to the World to be a mere 'Trifler, 1 
muſt beg the Reader's Indulgence whilſt I lay. 

the ſeveral Paſſages together. I begin with rhe 

Sermon ®, where are theſe Words : 5 
If Hereſy. be an Error of the Will, and 
« ſuch only can be guilty of it who are con- 
« demned of rhemfelves; How can we cer- 
< tainly know, in. moſt Caſes at leaft, whether 
< a Man be an Heretick or not? Indeed, 
in the firſt Age of Chriſtianity, (N. B.) when 
« the extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt 


cc were communicated, of which one was the 


< Gitt of Diſcerning Spirits, the Matter might 
be more eaſily decided. And Titus particu- 
““ larly, to whom St. Paul directs the Advice in 
4 the Text, can't be ſuppoſed, conſidering his 

Character and Office, to have been without 
« theſe Powers. But (N. B.) WRAT RUIE 
<« have we, now theſe extraordinary Illumina- 
tions and Aſſiſtances are ceaſed, by which To 
„ conDUCT OURSELVES in Inquiries of this 

«If it be ſaid, that ſuch wicked Deceivers 

are generally known by their Fruits, and that 
their vicious Lives will ſhew us by whar View 
« they are acted, and the vile Deſign of their 
« Impoſture ; I anſwer, That even _ this 
© Suppoſition, I ſhould think it better that they 
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Mr. Foevex's ſecond Letter. 9 


c be rejected for their Immorality, which is no- 
ce toxious and palpable, than for Hereſy, of which, 
« perhaps we can't ſo certainly judge. Bur 
« what if they are ſo. cautious as to keep clear 
“e of all open Vices, and affect an Air of Sanctity 
< in order the more eflectually to ſecure their 
„End; In ſuch Caſes as theſe, I ſay, what can 
« we do, be they ever ſo wicked in Principle 
« and Intention, but leave them to God the ſu- 
« preme and only Judge of Conſcience. ', And 
&« {ince 'tis ſo difficult for us, in moſt Inſtances, - 
4 certainly to judge of Hereſy, why ſhould we 
« be forward to charge it on our Brethren for 
« every trifling Difference of their Sentiments 
4 from ours? And above all, Why ſhould we 
ee be ſo unrighteous as to impute it to Men of 
« honeſt Principles and exemplary Lives, who, 
as has been ſhewn, are quite the Reverſe of the 
« Hereticks mentioned in the New Teſtament; 
« and if St. Pauls Authority be of any Weight 
cannot poſſibly have incurred that Guilt ? - 
But after all; the Truths which they deny 
“ are ſo clear, and ſupported by ſuch Evidence, 
« as neceſſarily to 1 themſelves to every 
honeſt and impartial Inquirer; and therefore 
& you are poſitive, that notwithſtanding: their 
_ « ſeeming Piety and Strictneſs of outward Mo- 
« rals, _=_ is a latent Corruption in their 
„ Hearts, and they are influenced by ſome evil 
„Affection or other, though it does not appear 
_ « publickly; either by a Love of Singulariry, 
„ Pride, Ambition, Ec. or are under the Power 
of ſome vicious Prejudice. This is conſtantly 
„ ſaid by Bigots and Enthufjafts, and eſpecially 
„ by ſuch as are themſelves moſt in the wrong, 
„ notwithſtanding the moſt ſolemn and repeared 
« Declarations ot their Opponents to the con- 
« trary; and conſequently, as it will ſerve for 
cho I = | either 
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10 An ANSWER to 

either Side of any Queſtion, can have no 

« Effect on ſober and confiderate Minds, but 
will be look'd upon as the Reſult of Paſſion 

e and Partiality. But beſides, why are we fo 
« conceited of our own Underſtandings? Are 
« we infallibly ſure that we are in -the right ? 
« Modeſty forbids us to affert this Airecth, tho? 
<« all ſuch Reaſonings neceflarily imply it.“ 

I have ſet down this Paſſage without Defalca- 
tion, that the Reader may. be ſecure that no- 
thing is ſuppreſſed which may ſerve Mr. Fofter's 

1 Purpoſe. And let any one tell me, whether it 

=_ is not as clear as the Sun at Noon=day, that in 

1 virtue of his Interpretation of the Apoſtolick 

3 Rule, he has thrown out the ordinary Diſcipline 
2 of the Church, in rejecting Hereticks as Here- 

_ ticks; It is not only here aſſerted that we have 
#0 Rule, now extraordinary Illuminations and 
Aſliftances are ceaſed, by which to conduct our 

Felves in Inquiries of this Nature, but all other ways 

F ol judging Hereſy are exprefly ſet aſide. Are 

5 the DoE&rines oppoſed plain and clear? — This 

is the Pretence of Bigots and Eubiſiaſts; and 
will equally ſerve on either Side of the Queſtion. 

Are the Oppoſers vicious and immoral in their 
Lives and Converſations? In this Caſe they are 

T.i0oß be rejected, tis true: Bur for what? Why, 

* for their Immorality; not for their Hereſy, of 

1 which we cannot ſ% certainiy judge; i. e. of 

which we cannot judge with eee 5 

for if we could judge with ſuffieient Certainty, 


—— — 
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why ſhould they not he rejected for their Hereſy 
As well as for their Immorality ? Here is there- 
fore no Rule of ſudgment left beſides the Gift 
of Diſcerning Spirits, which, in Effect, is de- 
clared to be the ſole Rule, and (foreign as it is 
nm repreſented to be) is of ſuch Iinportauce in 
Mjr. Foſter's Scheme, that he has left the whole 
| „„  atoiela i wo e Weight | 
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Mr. FOsTER's ſecond Letter. 11 
Weight of his Interpretation to reſt upon it. He 
Now fays, That Hereticks may be known with- 
out this Gift. But, Why did he not ſay ſo be- 
fore ? or rather, Why, if this Gift was not by 
him thought neceſſary to the Diſcovery of Here- 
ticks, dic he at all concern himſelf with it? His 
Pretence is, that he choſe this Method of remov- 
ing the grand Objection becauſe he thought it to 
be the moſt unexceptionable and convincing. 
Bur it Mr. Fofter underſtood what he was about, 
this could not be the Caſe; for there is neither 
Senſe nor Propriery-in the Merhod, unleſs ir be 
ſuppoſed that the Right of judging Hereticks was 
peculiar to the firſt Ages. Theſe were Mr. Fo- 
ſter's firſt Thoughts, which even now hang fo 
ſtrongly upon his Mind, that with all the Arti- 
fice he is Maſter of he is not able ro conceal 
them. Great is the Power of Truth! And when 
Men once leave the plain Path in ſearch of Expe- 
dients to ſerve a Turn, they commonly betray 
themſelves. | Eby | | 
To ſupport the Argument yet farther, let us „ 
go on to Mr. Fofer's Letter in the Old Whig, | 
Numb. 15. which is ſo much the more worthy: 
of Regard, becauſe it was publiſhed at a Time, 
when he was not pinched with Difficulties, 
nor laying about for Covers under which to 
hide himſelf; but when he was in the full 
Meridian of his Glory, and fancy'd ro himſelf 
that he was driving the whole World before 
him in Triumph. I took Notice of this Paper 
in my ſecond Letter, p. 67. and have charged 
Mr. Fofter with confe/ſing, in very firong Terms, 
that #5xe'but thoſe who are endued with preter- 
natural Diſcermnnent are FI to decide in Caſes of 
Hereſy. If this Charge is true, Mr. Fofer ſtands 
Self- condemned. Bur, he ſays, it is avs0LUTELY 
FALSE z and pray hear his Reaſon,” ; 
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ce taking it for grantec 


fer has not laid it down as his own Opinion, that 
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it An ANS WER 
_ « My Words (ſays ay are, And 1F none, &c. 
©« j. e. allowing the Objection urged by the Au- 
cc thor of the Miſcellany to be rightly tated, or 
4. that upon my Notion 
40 i e. his explanation of St. Pauls Notion) of 
« Hereſy none but thoſe who are endued with 
£ preternatural Diſcernment are fit to decide, 
c c. this is no Reflexion on St. Paul, who hath 
« never aſſerted the contrary, I am here vin- 


. dicating St. Paul 8 Character, ; and endeavours 


« ing to thew, that if this Point was never ſo 
& clear and admitted on both Sides, it would be 
« no Diſparagement to it. But js not this en- 
te tirely different from confeſſing in ftrong Terms, 
* or laying it down as MY. OWN OPINION ? 
« Can Things which are only ſuppoſed in Argu- 
« ment be juſtly ſaid to be aſſerted abſolutely ? 
„ Can what is not confeſſed at all, or in any 
Terms, be ſaid to be confeſſed in Frong Terms? 
„% I REPEAT IT ONCE MORE, Sir, that it nei- 
« ther ig nor ęver 2 my Sentiment, that Here- 
tie ks could not be known without che Gift of 
« Diſcerning Spirits. Second Letter, p. 59 
The Purport of this Anſwer is, That Mr. Fo- 


none arc fit to decide in Caſes of Hereſy but thoſe | 


who have preternatural Diſcernment, but only 


argued ex Hypotheſi to vindicate St. Pauls Cha- 
rater — May St. Paul, and all che twelve 
Apoſtles be delivered from ſuch Vindicarors ! 
For, In what is he to vindicate St. Pauls Cha- 
racer? Why, in laying down-a-Rule which he 


(Mr, Fofter) himſelf is willing to grant, does im- 


contains à very great Untruth / It is no *ͤXö⸗ 


ly that none are fit to decide in Caſes of Hereſy | 
put thoſe who have preternatural Diſcernment; 
4. & he is to vindicate St. Paul in having faut 
2 Thing which (in his own preſent Account) 


("2 


= 


of gh 


Ar. Fos rER's ſecond Letter. 13 
(he ſays) upon St. Paul, who hath never aſſerted the 
contrary.— What if St. Paul hath nat aſſerted 

the contrary ? It is ſtill an Untrath, if Mr. Fofter 

is to be believed; for n= ſays, and inis upon 
it, That Hereticks may be known. without this 
Gift ; 7. e. That others are fit to decide in ſuch 
Caſes, as well as thoſe who are endued with pre- 
ternatural Diſcernment. If Mr. Fyſter thought 
it conſiſtent with the Character of an Apoſtle to 
ſay, That none are fit to decide in Caſes of He- 
= but thoſe who are endued with preternatural 
Difcernment, it muſt (ſurely!) be becauſe he 
thought it to be true; and that he did fo think, 

will be clear to any one who confiders his 

Words. Ix none but thoſe, &c. is hypothetical in- 
deed in the form of the Expreſſion; but the Senſe 
may be abſolute for all that, as every School-Boy 
knows. Take then the whole Paſſage together, 
and fee if this is not the Caſe. 5 

« If none but thoſe who are endued with this 
© preternatural Diſcernment are fit to decide in 
« Caſes of Hereſy, this is no Reflexion upon St. 

6% Paul, who hath never aſſerted the contrary, 
But (N. B.) it ſhould correct and reſtrain 
& the 18 of others in pretending to a 
« Power which they are not entitled to | and 
e which neither the Nature of the Thing itſe „en 
« a Rule preſcribed to a particular Perſon mira- 

« culouſly enlightned, and poſſeſſed of extraor- 
« dinary Abilities, give them the leaſt Ground 
& to claim.” ion EE}, „NV 

The Words which are included in Hooks are 
cited by me in my ſecond Letter, as what de- 
termined the Senſe of the foregoing Part of the 
Sentence. Mr. Fofer in his Anſwer has ſer down 

the foregoing Part of the Sentence ozly, and 
ſuppreſꝭ d all that follows; for this plain and ob- 
yious Reaſon, That if he had recited thoſe Words, 
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14 An ANSWER 70 
| it would in/tantly have "oy eared, that he was gor 
arguing ex hbypoth4/4, but delivering his own Opi- 
nion. Here is a charge of Ixsor NCR in pre- 
tdeenading to a Power, which they are not entitled to, 
Aaid againſt ALE thoſe (for thoſe. are the others 
he means) who claim a Right in virtue of the Apo- 
ſtolick Rule to reject Hereticks in the preſent 
State of the Church. This —_—_ is Mr. Fofter's . 
owW]ͥ Ü (for ſurely he will not fay this was St. 
Paul's); and is it to be imagined, that he would 
hhaye founded ſuch a Charge merely upon an 
; theſis which he never thought to be true, but 


* 5 admitted only for Argument ſate? It is too bard J. 
1 a Suppoſition.—— There is no room for Diſpute 


in the Caſe. The Thing is as clear as Words 

can make it, that it was Mr. Ffter's Opinion, 

That the Rule of the Apoſtle to reje& Hereticks 

Was Preſcribed to a PARTICULAR PERSON miracu- 

- louſly enligbten d and limited to him, and ſuch as 

he was. If you can yet doubr, go but ro the 

next Column in the ſame Paper, and you will find 

him declaring rox HIMSELF, that the Words of 

St. Paul were addreſſed to Titus ALONE, or ex- 

tended ONLY to every one of his Succeſſors, WHO 18 

ENDUED, WITH THE SAME EXTRAORDINARY 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS. Why this Limitation ? 

Why, he tells you in expreſs Terms; becauſe, 

in the NATURE of the Thing itſelf, the Right to 

”  Teje& Hereticks can extend no farther. And, 
What does all this reſt upon, but the very Prin- 
W.  -*:- Ciple which he now diſclaims, viz. That noxe 
are FIT to decide in Caſes of Hereſy but thoſe who are 
1 endned with preternatiral Diſcernment? Mr. Foſter 
ſurely wrote his ſecond Letter in full Aſſurance 

1 55 thar he ſhould never be call'd to Account for it. 
But how is ſuch repeated deaying the plaineſt 
Matter of Fact in the World, ro e in 


any one who pretends to be a ſerious W wor. 
OE oe Rees „ | 2 
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Mr. FOS TER! ſecond Letter. 15 
This is the clear and plain State of the Caſe; 
and I now Appeal to the Reader, to conſi- 
der with what Deceacy Mr. Fofer has addreſſed 
himſelf ro me in the following Words“ . I 
“ allow indeed theſe to be my Words, How 
can we certainly know, in moſt Gaſes at leaſt, whe- 
« ther a Man be a Heretick or not? What 
« Rule have we, now extraordinary Illuminations 
©. and Aſſiſtances are ceas'd, &c.— Tt is a Point 
, great Nicety to judge of Hereſy in particular 
* Taffances. The Meaning of all which Expreſſi- 
“ ons, when confidered and compared together, 
& can amount to no more than this, That we 
& may ſuſpetF and preſume, but cannot certainly 
« know, at leaſt in 9 Caſes; That we have in 
« n Caſes, or in general, no Rule, 4. e. no ſure 
© Rule; and of Conſequence, that it is a Point of 
« great Nicety to determine in particular Inſtan- 
de ves, who is, in the Senſe of Sr. Pauls Direction 
«to Titus, a Heretick. This, I ſay, is all that 
« my Words amount to when we ern with 
cc the utmoſt Rigour. But becauſe I have not 
ce ſaid the Abſurdity you would fain faſten upon 
c me; becauſe I have not given you ſome Ground 
© to triumph by aſſerting ab/olutely and in univer- 
« fal Terms, that without ſupernatural Inſpira- 
„ tion, or the Gift of Diſcerning Spirits, Here- 


* 


« ticks cannot be known, therefore” the Phraſes 1 


c in moſt Caſes at leaft, and —it is a Print of great 
_«' Nicety— which are in Truth the very Phraſgs®:. _ 
cc Which ſhew, what was my Teal Sentiment, -«/ 
“ muſt paſs, in your polite Stile, for &rimace, ai! 
. Shaping, and ſaving Clauſes. And you fil, 4597. . 
„ N YOUR GREAT MODESTY, ſeem refolved to 
c inſiſt upon it, that my Opinion is, That He: 
4 xeticks can never be known, now extraordi?- 


e econd Letter, p. 57,8. 25 


5 
S 


C nary Illaminations are ceaſed both againſt my- 
4 feff, who ſhould beſt underſtand my own Sen- 
“ timents, and in the Face of the World who 
« move POLE Evidence of the contrary. ”” 
Wich Mr. Fer s Suſpicions, and Preſumptions 
I have nothing to do at preſent. What I have 
laid to his Charge, and what I ſtill inſiſt upon, 
is this, That he hath affirmed, that Hereticks 
cannot so be known without the Gift of Diſ- 
cerning Spirits, as to JUSTIFY the Church in 
/ REJECTING them as Hereticks. The Evidence 
of this lies now before the World; let the 
World judge between us, and ſee who it is that 
wants Shame, he or I. The Gentleman himſelf 
confeſſes, that S0ME of the Expreſſions above menti= 
oned are TOO STRONG, Too ſtrong indeed! for 
his Management ; and this is not the worſt of the 
Caſe neither; tor the Conſtruction of the Argu- 
ment, as well as of the Language, lies full againſt 
him. And what can ſoftening lauſes avail in ſuch 
a Caſe, but to ſhew the . of the Writer, 
and that Mr. Fofer, when he undertook to treat 
upon Hereſy, engaged in a Subject which he had 
never ſufficiently conſider l? 
The Reſult therefore is this; That Mr. Fo/ter's 
original Plan excludes all Right in the Church, 
ſince the Ceſſation of Miracles, to reje& Here- 
ticks as ſuch. He now calls it in, and ſays, That 
admitting his Notion of Herdy to be true, Hereticks 
may be known, and upon good probable Evidence re- 
. . Jetted in all Ages of the Church. If he could make 
tit appear, That his Notion of Hereſy is recon- 
clleable. with the Diſcipline of the Church in 
rejecting Hereticks, as directed in Scripture, and 
as practic'd from the very Times of the Apoſtles 
till now ; it would fignity little to the Diſpute, 
as it lies between him and me. For (as it has 


|  afore been obſerved) I oppoſed his Interpretation 


ly 


+. 


- | 


Mr. Poor's ſecond Letter.” iy 


only for the ſake of the i Uſe he had made of it; 


and ſince he has given up his Uſe, I have no Con- 


cexn with his Interpretation. Let him take it, 
and make his beft on't. - But, though I look upon 
myſelf as thus far acquirted, yet I am deſirous to 
do all the Juſtice I can to the Truth, and there- 
fore will now undertake to ſhew, That Mr. Fo- 
lers new Scheme of Diſcipline will not do. Per- 
haps the Gentleman himſeff may want no Help 
to enable him to ſee this; for I am ftrongly ſuſpi- 
cious that he ſees it himſelf. The Scheme mani- 
feſtly reſts upon a  Syppo/tion or Conceſſion that 
the Church hath mow a Right to judge and rejecs 


Hereticks : But it may be obſerved, That there 
is not a Text offered by me (and I have offered, 
I think, the moſt gon/ideralle) to ſupport this 


Right, which Mr. Fo/fer hath not endeayoured to 
ſhew it to have been then his Opinion, That the 
Church hath zo Right to judge and reject Here- 
ticks, unleſs you can believe that Mr. Fofter 


would allow a Right in the Church, which has 
not a ſingle Text in the Bible to ſupport it. 1 


do not find by his ſecond Letter chat he is better 


ſatisfied with my Arguments now than he was at 


firſt; on the contrary, repeating the Texts, he 


goes on with his Cavils, and concludes pen the _ 
N hole, That they are nothing to my Purpoſe *. 
Whence then this ſudden Change of Thought? 


Fromi Conviction do you think 2 Is it not much 
morè natural to fuppoſe, That he Was driven to 
it merely by Die of Argument, and thar he 
has complimented the Church with a Right ro 


* 


Judge and rejeet Herericks, only to avoid med- 
1 fart er in a Subject Wi which, as a Chri- 
ſtian Writer, be tforefaw it would be impoffible 


F 
* 
* 
* 8 * 


overthrow, Feeble as his Attempts are, they 
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18 An ANSWER to 


for him to ſucceed ? In the Fulneſs and Over- 
gowings of his Zeal he had branded the Whole 
Chriſtian Church with a Charge of Inſolonce and 


 Uſurpation ;, and this was the unavoidable Conſe- 


45 of his then declar d Principles. But per- 

ps it was not thought fate or 17 to attempt 
to. juſtify this Charge in cold Blood; ſomething 
therefore was to be ſaid to divert the Attention 
of the World another way But I reſt th's 


Natter with niet, and that he may have no 
Hand le to Eh oe of unfair Dealing, I will 


take him at his Worg, and inquire brie 55 what 
dom there is for the Exerciſe of Diſcipline in 
3 jectin 3 upon Suppoſition, t t Mr, 
Ber s Notion of Hereſy is true, In order to 
this we muſt firſt ſettle one general Point, which 
is, WHAT can or cannot be knows of Hereticks, 


without the Help of 5 Diſcernment ? 
And this is ſo much the more neceſl;? 8 wy to be done, 


becauſe Mr. Fofter has been pleaſed to ſer me 
forth as a great Dealer in Contradictions upon 
50 he Argument. | 
Mr. Fofter ſet out with ſaying, That we cannot 
CERTAINLY KNOW | whether a Man be an Heres 
tick or not——that ve cannot CERTAINLY JUDGB 
5 fg Theſe are his own Terms as they lie 
in his Sermon. I agreed with Mr, Fyſter, that in 
lis Account of Hereſy, Hereticks caunot be 
chat they cannot be. certainly 
0 (asd I) Ts ("08s of the Heart 
tleman and I (you 
)"had no Difference at firſt upon this Point, 
nor 1 5 he haye had 125 now, if he had ſtood to 


known. For w 


Ji rn Scheme, But when he found It AT, bie 
3 afe to % T 
TYPES any + Sui 
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1 will fer down the Paſſages he mentions, and 
then ſubmit it to the Reader to judge what a 
modeft, fair Adverſary I have to deal with. _ 

I had faid, that © it cannot even be ſuggeſted 
4 of uninſpired Men, that they can l of 
« Mens Heart; and that therefore, if (as Mr. 
cc 2 maintain'd) none are to be rejected as 
“6 Hereticks, but thoſe who deny the Faith 
« the Right of rejecting Hereticks ceaſed with 
“ the miraculous Gifts, Cc.“ Upon this Mr. 
Fofter obſerves,— The Obje&ion reſts intirely 

pon this, © That Hereticks cannot be known to 


ce act with an evil Intention, and againſt the Con- 


victions of their own Minds, becauſe the Hears 


cannot be known, now the Gifts of Inſpiration 
Hare ceaſed. And yer (ſays he) you contend in 


* another Place, that rhe inward Subtilty, De- 


1 


' ceir and Malice of the Heart of Ehmas the 


« Sorcerer, and the Principles and Motives by 


« which he was influenced, might have been 
& known without an immediate divine Revela- 


« tion (and conſequently in an Age when there 


were no Gifts of Inſpiration) for this Reaſon 
4 Becauſe every Tree is known by its Fruits, anc 
evil Deeds diſcover an evil Heart.” He goes 
on triumphantly, and adds, — Here, Sir, 
« you are. unluckily caught in an irreconcileable 
6 Contradiction, and confuted by your own Pen. 


For if evil Deeds diſcover an evil Heart, We 
have one general Rule, at leaſt, by Which to 


l & know the Heart; and it may not only be /ug- 
c gefted but affirmed of uninſpired Men, that they 
« can J e of the Heart; and thus the genergl 


* 


& Ground of your whole Reaſoning is intirely © 


<« deſtroyed f. Ei 


1 ® Second Letter, p. 61. + Mr. Fofter's ſecond Letter, p. 61. 
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Mr. Fos rER's ſecond Letter. 19 


« 8 Conviction, the AL hes is, that. 
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2 %/f% A. ANS WER #0: 

2 Pens, as well as Swords, are dangerous Inſtru- 
ments when they fall into. unskilfyl Hands. And 
I am greatly deceived, or this random Stroke 
will recoil upon Mr. Fofter's Head. What I 
laid in the Caſe of Elymas the Sorcerer, was, that 
is bad Works CITE him to be a lad Man, for I 
ſuppoſed that he would not pretend, that Wizards 
and Conjurers could be morally honeft ||. But, 
what if immoral Acticus ſhew an immoral Man, as 
they always will do, .( becauſe, as I have ob- 
ſerved, all Men Do or may know immoral Actions 

| 70 be WRONG, MF it be not their can Fault * ) will 
it therefore follow, that every immoral. Man is 
ſſelfecondemned in any Principle of revealed Reli- 
glon which he holds? If you want an Anſwer, 

g0 to Mr. Fyſter, who will tell you, that an im- 

moral Life is no Evidence of Self-conviftion in ſuch 

"Caſes +. If the Gentleman Con Ty himſelf, 

he will juſtify me; if he cannot, the Inconſiſtenc 
may fall upon me, but it will fall upon himſelf 
= too. But every one of Senſe will perceive that 
= there is great Diſſerence between ſaying, That 
1 bad Works will ſnew a bad Man; and that bag 
Works will ſhew a ſelf-condemned Man. A Man 
may be bad thro' many Cauſes; he can be ſeff- 
OE DIES MCT iis rw, 
But Mr. Fofter ſays, That I © have plainly al- 
, Jowed that we may know, without any extra- 
c ordinary Gift, that a Man is inwardly con- 
. demned by himſelf.” How does he make it 
5 e that I have allowed this? Why, it ſeems 
from my « granting that Mr. Fofter has given an 
„ Inſtance, in which we may be infallibly cer- 
„ tain that a Man knows himſelf to be in the 
wrong 9. Now the Inſtance is this. Mr. 


* 


I, Second Letter, p. 45. * Second Letter, p. 66. + Serm. 
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Foſter had ſaid, that, if a Man teaches the Im- 
« morality of Theft, and yet is a Thief himſelf, 
« he ſhould have very good Reaſon to believe, 
“that he (the Man) knew himſelf to be in the 
« wrong.” Io which I anſwered; © Ves, Sir, 
ou may infallibly be certain, that he knows 
« himſelf to be in the wrong in the ons or in 
« the OTHER T.“ What now is all this to Mr. 


Foſter's Purpoſe ? He is to prove, that I have al- 


[ 


lowed that we may know without any extraordi- 
nary Gift that a Man is ſelf-condemned in ſame 
OpIx ION which he profeſſeth; and he produces an 
Inſtance where I have ſaid, That when a Man 
profeſſeth one Thing, and practices another, we 
may know that he is ſelf- condemned, EIT HER in 
his Practice ox in his Profeſſion! This is Mr. 
Fifter's own Way of ſtating the Caſe: For he 
ſays, that we have Reaſon to believe that ſuch 
a Man knows himſelf to be in the Wrong, either 
in condemning Theft, or in praftifing Theft ; but he 
does not pretend to ſay in which. I wonder the 
Gentleman did nor call me of one Inftance more, 


* 


in which I have faid, we may know a Man to be 
 ſelf-condemned, which is, when a Man is weak 
enough to confeſs that he is ſelf-condemned * ;- 
Tho' it would be ridiculous to put this Caſe, it 
had been much more pertinent than any thing elſe 


he has ſaid on this Occaſioͤn. TE 
Leaving therefore Mr. Fifter to himſelf to make 
the beſt of his own Scheme, (in which it is very 
plain that I have no Share) I proceed to the ge- 
neral Point, viz. To ſhew what can or cannot be 
known of Hereticks without the Help of Pre- 
ternatural Diſcernment. In this Matter I ſhall 


take Mr. Fofer's own Account, who diſclaims all 


abſolute Certainty in the Caſe, and inſiſts only _ 
+ My ſecond Letter, p. 65, E Second Letter, p. 64. 
CCC 
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judge of Hereſy, 
it on our own 
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upon probable Evidence: His Words are theſe ; 
By being knows, I mean Judged of with a great. 


Degree of Probability; 


r as to an infallille 


Knowledge who are Hereticks, it cannot be 
& pretended to, without a miraculous Illumi na- 


_E tion upon any Scheme: Nor is it all neceſſary; 


4 for the Word zd, K NOWIN O that he finneth, 


« and is condemned of himſelf, does not imply any 


« ſuch friF and abſolute Certainty, as all muſt be 
c fully appriz'd of who underſtand Greek.“ At 
preſent Mr. Fofer ſhall enjoy his Greek. For as 
Sony is not What the Scripture ſays, but 
. Fofter ſays, there is no Occaſion to ex- 
amine what «#9; doth or doth not ſignify. But 
1 propoſe it to all who underſtand Exgliſb, whe- 


the 1 
what 


ther there can be any fuller Demonſtration of 


any thing in the World, chan this is, to prove 
that Mr. Fer hath run away from his firſt Prin- 
ciples. At firſt he inſiſted upon certain Evidence. 
Since (lays he) it is ſo difficult —CERTAINLY 70 


Bret 


W uld we be fo forward to charge 

2255 tr U 00 i foot it as 
ined, and I agreed with him that 
not be known in theſe Times. But 
Now he ſays that Certainty is not at all nec 


eſſary, 


bur-good probable Evidence will ſuffice. The Rea 
fon of the Difference is viſible: For when Diſ- 


mand certain E 


bappen, 


x yy 


8 voy N « OS es 85 7 7 5 8 
55 9 , l . ; 
e " I 0 6 . 
Es a tter, p. 2. 
„ ; 4 ; # 
4 0 ] 


cipline was to be throws ant, it was right to de- 


de; which (in Mr. Fofter's 
Notion of Hereſy) every one knows is not to 
be had. When it was to be taken.in, ſome Evi- 
dence. muſt be admitted, and therefore probable 
Evidence, becauſe probable. Evidence is all that 


f 
j 
/ < 


wand 


can be pretended to. No doubt many Caſes may 
appen, in which it may be preſumed; with great 
Probability, that Men act againſt their own Con- 


| + Sermon, p. 30% 


viction. 
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viction. I never ſaid or thought the contrary. 
But cannot Mr. Fofter ſee, that in admitting pro- 
bable Evidence as the Ground of Diſcipline in 
this Caſe, he runs counter to himſelf, and un- 
hinges every thing which he hath maintained 
againſt the common Scheme? The Scheme which 
I contend for, is, That the Church mit judge 

for herſelf by the Rule of God's Word, wie is 
thc Faith delivered io the Saints, and reject all who 


openly depart from it. What Fault does Mr. 
Toer find in this? Why, if you look back, you 


muſt obſerve that all his Objections centre at 
laſt in the Uncertainty of the Rule. The Senſe of 
Scripture may be miſtaken,. and then will follow 
——— ſuch Conſequences as you may conſider at 
your Leiſure, and as Mr. 700 
more than enough of. But, I pray, if the Uz- 
certainty of the Rule is an Objection in one Caſe, 
is not rhe Uncertainty of the Evidence as good an 
Object ion in the other? Will Mr. Her lay, 
that Mens inward Convictions may more certainly 
be determin'd by external, probable Circum- 
ſtances, chan the neceſſary Points of Faith can 
be derermin'd by the Scriptures, and ſound Rea- 
ſon? What Inconſiſtency is this! My Scheme 
is wrong, becaule it reſts not upon Infallibility ; 
His Scheme is right, tho' it no more reſts upon 
Manning than es F EEO 8 
My Opinion, I confſeſs, is, (as it is, I believe, 
1 Opinlen of all Mankind) 1— no Man ought 


to be rejected as a Heretick, unleſs. upon c . = 
Evidence he appears to be ſuch. And this Point 


is as much ſecured in the common Scheme of Dif 
ment in the World. To ſhew this, it will 
proper co ſtate a ſhort Compariſon between Go- 


© Vernment Ecclefiaſtical and Civil; which is {0 


eipline, as it is or can be in any Human 111 85. 


er will tell you 
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TIES ono Saleh ont td AR 
4 3% a ANCE 
„ „ That let the Church but proceed upon ſuch 
1 . frong Probabilities in rejecting Hereticks, as Civil a 
| % Courts proceed upon in trying and condemning | 
« Criminals that are brought before them, and ” 
—— What then? Why, he adds, „She will be 
% much more ſecure from Miſtake and R aſhneſs 
“ in her Cenſures, than it appears in Fact ſhe has 
„ EvrR been.“ It is a ſtrange Spirit that can 
force a Man thus out of his Way, for no other 
Reaſon than to caſt Diſgrace upon the Chriſtian 
Church! What he ougfit to have ſaid, is, That 
if the Church proceeds upon the ſame Proofs in 
rejecting Herericks, that Civil Courts do in con- 
demning Criminals, Hzx JupOCMENT 18 JUSTI- 
FIID. This is what he muſt fay, if he is in 
Earneſt in maintaining, that Hereticks may be 
known and ri jetted in all 4 es of the Church; or, if 
he will not ſay it, any body has a Right to ſay it 
for him. For tho the judgment of the Church 
? is a Judgment relating to Spiritual Things, ſtill it 
is a Human Fulgment, and muſt therefore pro- 
ted upon ſuch a Degree of Certainty as Human 
* Jiuadgments are capable of. Let us then compare 
= the two kinds of Judgment together, and ſee 
which Method beft agrees with the Practice 
of Civil Courts, Mr. 75 er's or mine. 
Al Judgment ſuppoſes a Rule of Judgment, 
which in Civil Courts is the Law of the Land, 
and in Eceleſiaſtical, the Scriptures, or Rules 
founded 1 A judge in Meß. 
minſter- Hall may miſtake rhe Interpretation of a 
Statute, as well as a Biſhop may miſtake the 
Senſe of Scripture yet Judgment muſt proceed; 
for otherwiſe there could be no Judgment. Mr. 
er talks at every Turn of the Uncertainty of 
_ the Scriptures, exactly in the ſame Strain that 
Papiftsdo, when they would ſer up Tradition, and 
the Authority of their Church. Take one N 
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Mr FosTER s ſecond Letter. 25 
for aSample. “ Unleſs the particular Inſtances of Faith, 
4 to depart from which conſtitutes the Sin of Hereſy, 
e. be clearly defined, and diſtinctly enumerated — in 
& the New Teſtament—it will follow, that the Chri- 
« ſtian Religion hath preſcribed a Rule, by which to 
« frame a Judgment of Hereſy, that ultimately re- 
« ſolves itſelf into Fancy and ConJECTURE : Or, 
« which is the fame, every Man, having no more than 
« a Rule of WorDs, the Meaning of which is not 
« clearly ſtated and defined, is left by the Goſpel 
« WITHOUT ANY CERTAIN RULE at all, and muſt 
« frame the Senſe, which alone is the Rule for him- 
« ſelf. This moſt effential Point, or, to ſpeak more 
v8 5 erly, the Rule itſelf, muſt be determined by 
« Wiſdom or Folly, as either of theſe happen to pre- 
« fide; by Enthuſiaſm and blind Zeal ; by Ambition, 
« Self (a 4, and Craft.” And a little after “ What 
« kind of departing from the Faith is Hereſy ? Or 
„ how ſhall we know it, if che Scripture be abſo- 
„ lutely tilent about it, (i. e. hath not diſtinctly 
; © enumerated the particular Inſtances, Sc.)? Why 
„ nothing remains but that we muſt ou ss at it, and 
find it out as well as we can. If it happens that 
we have good Judgment and Sincerity, theſe muſt 
help us to GROPE THE BETTER IN THE DARK; 
otherwiſe Ignorance, Paſſion, and Prejudice, may 
raiſe a Clamour, and ſuggeſt what they pleaſe for 
" Hereſy. And is this the rational Plan upon which 
«the vitible Church of Chrift is to be formed. 
c Tf the Caſe ftands thus, and the viſible Church be 
a Society held together by ws KNOW NOT WHAT, 
the Conſequence muſt be 7 —If Mr. Fefter had 
been arguing for the Pope's Infallibility, he could have 
faid nothing more to the Purpoſe. What Thanks the - _ 
Papiſts owe him, let him confider. It is not ro my 
Purpoſe at preſent to enter into the Merits of this 
Cauſe. For be the Scriptures as uncertain as Mr. 
Foſter has ſet them forth, they are the beſt Rule we 


3 I Scrond Letter, p. 14—16. N 
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have; and as. in Civil Caſes the Laws of the Land, 


as interpreted by Civil Courts, are the Rule of Civil 


Judgment; lo in Matters Eccleſiaſtical, the Scrip- 
tures, as interpreted by the Church, are the Rule of 
1 to the Church. The Uncertainty of the 

cripture, therefore, as ariſing from human Fallbility, 
is a thing quite out of the Queſtien. For if human 


Fallibility be no Objection againſt Civil Adminiſtra- 


tions, it can be none againſt Eccleſiaſtical: Or if it 
be an Objection againſt the common Scheme of Diſ- 
cipline, it muſt be an Objection againſt Mr. Fofer's too. 
He thinks (you ſee) that going to the Scriptures for 
the zeceſſary Doctrines of Faith, tho under the Help 
of a ee and an hone? Mind, is but Cuecſs- 
d groping in the Dark. But ſtill he has a 
Creed, as every Chriſtian muſt have; and the Notion 
of a Heretick cannot ſtand without it. Mr. Fofter 
ſays, a Heretick is one who acts againſt Convittion. 
Conviction hath Reference ro ſome Opinion of which 
a Man is convinced, and which muſt be conſidered as 
a Dofrine of Faith neceſſary to be believed. Mere 
acting againſt Conviction will not make a Man a He- 
retick; for I ſuppoſe Mr. Foſter will not ſay (for In- 
ſtance) that breaking open Houſes againſt Conviction is 
Hereſy. Nor would he condemn a Man as a He- 


retick, who ſhould profeſs ſome Opinion againſt Con- 


viction, unleſs ke (Mr. Fofter) himſelf were perſuaded 
that it oppoſed ſome neceſiary Article of Faith. Mr. 
Fyſter then hath a Rule of Judgment in this Caſe, and 
therefore, unleſs he thinks Himſelf to be infallible, he 


will be obliged to confeſs that the Exerciſe of Church 
Diſcipline may well conſiſt with human Fallibility. 


The Rule of Judgment being ſettled, the Caſe of 


Oſſenders comes next under Conſideration; and here 
it is that the Uſe of Evidence comes in. For the 
Evidence hath no Relation to the Rule, but to the Be- 


gaviour of Men, as agreeing with the Rule, or as 


der, the Witneſſes are not to prove that Murder is 


againſt Law, but that the Man is a Murderer. The 


1 


1 1 Queſtion 


— 


Mr. FOSTER s ſecond Letter. 
Queſtion in all theſe Caſes is, de Facto, What hath 


the Man done? And if any Fact is proved which the 
Law declares to be Murder, the Man 1s condemned. 


So it is in the Ecclefiaftical Courts: The Witneſſes 
are not to ſhew what is Hereſy, (for that the Church 
hath declared) but that the Man hath publiſhed ſome 
Opinion which the Church adjudges to be Hereſy. 


Thus far then the Methods of Civil and Eccleſiaſtical 


Judgment exactly agree, in my Way of ftating the 
Cafe. But in Mr. Fefer's Way of Rating it, they 
will widely differ. For here not only the Af but 
the Principle upon which a Man acts comes in Que- 


ſtion, and the Evidence muſt ſhew, both that the Man 


| hath publiſhed Hereſy againſt the Law of the 


Church, and alſo that he hath done it, under Con- 


viction that he hath ſinned againſt the Law of God; 
and the Man ſhall be acquitted of the unlawful Act, 
(unleſs the contrary appears by ſtrong Probatilities) 
5 rk pleading that his Conſcience obliged him to it. 
'This is moſt evidently the Merhod of Proceeding 


which Mr. Foyer would fer up in Cafes of Hereſy. 
Bur I will venture ro ſay; that this is a Method un- 


known to all Courts of Juſtice in the World. He 
pretends that I have arraigned the Practice of the 
Courts of Fudicature, and bids me apply my Reaſoning 


to the Caſe of Malice prepenſe in Murder, which he 


has produced as an Inſtance to prove that the Law 


takes Cognizance of Mens Viertes and Principles K. 


Bur Mr. Fofer muft be taught to diſtinguiſh between 


Views and Principles, if by Views he means Intentions... 
The Intention the Law goes inquire into in all criminal 
| Caſes, becauſe it is the Intention that makes the 


Action criminal. But with Mens Principles, f. e., the 


Judgment of Conſcience, whether the Aion be right or. 
Wrong, the Law. never concerns itſelf. Tone Man 
Kills another, the Queſtion is, Whether it was done 
maliciouſly., The Malice proved, the Man is condemned; 


gor is it ever inquired whether he judged it ht 
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or ft to kill his Neighbour. A Papift my 1 1 
But if he 


an Act of Conſcience to kill a Heretick : 
does it, it is at his Peril: His Conſcience ſhall not 
fave him from Puniſnment. „ | 
Mr. Fofer might have mentioned ſome other Caſes 
from our Common Law, which would have had a 
much better Appearance. For Inſtance, If a Man 
receives ſtolen Goods, knowing them to be ſuch — or, 
if he utters counterfeit Coin, knowing it to be ſuch — 
the Law lays hold of him; but not otherwile. 
Might not Mr. Foſter then with ſome better Shew of 


Reaſoning have asked, Wy then ſhall a — be 
els he knows Þimſelf to 


condemned as a Heretick, un 
be ſuch * But it he had mentioned theſe more plauſible 
Caſes, they would not have ſerved him. For what 
is a Man to know in theſe Caſes ? Why only this, 


That the Goods were ſtolen, or that the Money is 


counterfeited. The ' Knowledge hath no Reference 
to the Law of Conſcience, but to the Law of the 
Fate only. The Law does not forbid all receiving 


of Goods, but only of foley Goods: Therefore 


if it is not known that the Goods were ſtolen, the 
Law excuſes the Ad, becauſe there was no Intention 
to offend. | A Man cannot plead Ignorance of he 

Law; for the Law preſumes upon its own Notoriety - 
But tho every Man is preſumed to know that he is 


not to receive. ſtolen Goods; no Man is preſumed 
to know, what Goods are ſtolen. - This Point rhere= 


fore reſts upon Evidence: And when it is proved 


that the Man knew the Goods to be ſtolen, he 


annot-plead Conſcience againſt the Law, and ſay, 


1 telieved (the Law notwithſtanding) that I might, 


or that ] gl to receive them. Apply all this to 


the Met n Hereſy in Eccle« 


Minen dre BL 
fiaſtical C 


> 


a Heretick, without towing bim 
Point) 


retick, 5. e. (for this is the 


himſelf to be one whom the Church 


Heretick. 


aſtical Courts. As no Man is ever condemned for 
Hereſy, unleſs be er in bis Heeely after Ad- 
monition; no Man therefore can be condemned as 
himſelf to be a He- 
int) without knowing 
adjudges to be a 


1 


Mr. Fos TER's ſecond Letter. 29 
Heretick. If upon Admonition the Man reforms, 
Judgment ſtops of courſe. If not, communication 
follows: nor will any Plea of Conſcience ſtand in 
Bar of Judgment: For the Church no more con- 

cCerns itſelf with Conſcience in the one Caſe, than Civil 

Courts do in the other. . ELD 88 
I mention theſe Caſes only to prevent Miſtakes, if 
Mr. Fofer ſhould think it worth his while to take 
theſe Matters into farther Conſideration, and to ſhew 
that in no Caſe Civil Courts take Cognizance of Mens 
inward Conviftions, or the Principles upon which they 

act, as they regard Conſcience. If a Reaſon be de- 
manded for this, it is plain. 'The Law is the Se- 
curity of common Right, which is equally affected 
by unlawful Actions, whether thoſe who commit 
them have Conſcience, or whether they have none. 
As Civil Laws are the Security of Civil Right, fo 
Church Government is the Security of the common = 
Faith; and bad Opinions will not be the leſs miſchie- 
vous in their Effects, becauſe they are W em- 
braced. If a Man thinks himſelf bound in Conſcience 


to kill me, he is ſo much the more dangerous Enemy; 
and the more ſincere a Man is in wrong Perſuaſions, 
with the more Zeal and Diligence will he endeavour 
to propagate them. Therefore inſtead of being the 
25 he is the more proper Subject of Diſcipline; 
or the principal End of ſeparating an unſound 
Member from the Church, is to preſerve the whole. 
Body from Infection; according to that of St. Paul, 
I Cor. v. 7. Purge out the old Leaven, that ye may be a: 
ne Lump. And 2 Tim. ii. 21. Fa Man purge bim 
wal from theſe, {the Veſſels of Difſponour, mentioned in 
the foregoing Verſe) he ſhall be a Veſſel ano Honour, 
&c. whieh depends upon what he had ſaid (Ver. 17. 
of Hymeneus and Philetus, — Their Woxp will BAT as: 
doth a Canxts... Therefore the Rule is laid down: 
UNIVBR SALLY. '=——. F there come ANY unto jou, and 
ring not this Doctrine, KECELVE: HIM NOT. This 
Obſervation (if I miſtake; not) abſolutely. deſtroys 
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Scheme throws out Diſcipline, becaufe we cannot 
come at Conſcience. His ſecond takes it in, but 
limits the Exerciſe of it to ſuch Subjects only as act 
againſt Conſcience, of which he ſays the Church may 
jadge by probable Evidence. But neither the one 
nor the other can be right, if the Reaſons of Diſ- 
eipline have no Relation to the Conſcience of the Ot- 
fender, but to the Offence only. Mr. Foſter has heard 
of this Argument before. I am ſorry I have Occa- 
ſion to repeat it ſo oſten. It was offered to him in 
my firſt Letter. He was called upon particularly 
to anſwer it in my ſecond. But no Anſwer has he 
yet given; and I am perſuaded he will never be able 
to give a reaſonable one. 1 
The Reader now ſees the Agreement that there is 
between the common Method of proceeding both in 
Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Courts; Which, as it is a Way 
pol trying the Caſe choſen by Mr. Fyſter himſelf, will, 
 Fhope, carry ſo much the more Weight with it. The 
Method is one, and the Reaſons are one; and it muſt 
now be ſubmitted to the Judgment of the Reader, 
Whether he will take the common Scheme of Diſ- 
eipline, with its certain Evidence, or Mr. Fofter's new 
Invention, with its frong Probabilities. Both Schemes 
are liable ro Uncertainty, more or leſs, as all human 
Schemes are, and muſt be. But in the one the Un- 
certainty affects the Rule only; in the other it 
affects the Rule and the Evidence both. And whoever 
will-confider how difficult it is to get Evidence that 
will reach to Conſcience, and in how few Caſes it is 
" pofible' to judge of Mens inward Convictions, as to. 
4 iich they hold, even by probaÞt Proofs, 


ng and preſerving” a Society of 
the 
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not to Conſcience; and when Mr. Foßer has proved, 
that it is as xeceſſary for the Church to determine 
concerning Conſcience in Caſes of Hereſy, as it is 
for the State to determine concerning Fat#s, in thoſe 
Caſes where probable Evidence is admitted, I will 
allow of his probable Evidence. But in my. Way of 

ſtaring the Cale, the Church has no Concern with 

Conſcience, nor is there any Uſe of probable Evi- 
dence. And what has Mr. Foſter to objefF to it? I 
have his own Confeſſion, that in declaring that © The 

« Church kath no Right to inſult or oppreſs; no Pewer 

« over Mens Bodies or Gocds; no, nor over their Souls 

« neither, ſo as by any unjuſt Cenſure to bar them of God's 

« Favour; I have {tripped the excommunicating Sen- 

« tence of the Church of all its real Terror made 

« great and noble Conceſſions, which excite in him 

« an agreeable Mixture of Pleaſure and Surprize. 

« He counts it for a Viddory to have drawn them 

« from me, and thinks himſelf amply recompenſed 

« for all the Pains he has raken or may hereafter take 

© in this Controverſy *.“ I have the ſame Com- 
pliment from the Old Whig r, who ſays, That | 
© tho' I have not expreſly renounced my former | 
« Opinions about Church Power —— I have yet 
cc given up, in expreſs Terms, ſeveral very important 
Points; and upon the Whole concludes, © That ; 
ce few Friends to Liberty have ever claimed greater * 
« Exemption from the Effects of Church Power, | 
« than is here plainly admitted.” What Triumphs 
do theſe Gentlemen raiſe to themſelves, merely upon 
the Force of their own Imaginations ! What is this 
Renunciation of former Principles which they talk of? 
What Points have I given up in my ſecond Letter? 

Or to whom have I given them up? To Mr. Foſter © 

Why? — Did I not ſer out upon this Foot? Are not 

theſe very Conce/jicns (as they are called) to be found 

in my r Letter, as well as in my ſecond ? Or have 
I ever in my whole Lite treated of Church Power in 
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any other Way ? To this let all my former Wri- 
- tings ſpeak. But the Truth of the Caſe is this: 
Thoſe hard Speeches which of late have been given 
out in Papers, and in Pamphlets againſt Cnunxch 
Rronrs, as claimed in the Church of England, 
were merely the Effects of Rafhnefs, and Ignorance, 
and Want of Charity; and now theſe Gentlemens 
Eyes come to be opened, and they ſee theſe Matters 
ſet before them in their true Light, they fall into 
Wonder and Amazement, as if the State of the Things 
_ themſelves was really changed. The Wonder, and 
the on Wonder is this, that theſe Gentlemen ſhould 
not ſee before what all Men of Senſe faw except 
themſelves. ——-. But they are no at laſt convinced 
that no Harm is intended them. Fam g/ad they are 
convinced. F hope the World will zake Netice of it; 
and that rheſe Gentlemen will ſo well remember their 
own Z7e/tmonjes, that if hereafter they ſhould think 
fit to enter upon theſe Points, we ſhall hear no more 
of Ecckfaſftical Tyranny ; of Inpofrtions, and Inqui/itions 
upon Conſcience; Sc. Things! which J 

Agreement with any thing that I have ever written 
or ſaid, or thought, than Light has with Darkneſs, 


If they ſhould forget this, I ſhall not forget it till I 


forget myſelfl. And when I do forget myſelf, and ex- 
change my ol Principles for new ones, let me ſuffer 
thoſe Reproacies, which as yet J have nor deſerved, 
and Which till then I ſhall not deſerve. . 


II I had ever given our ſuch a Plan of Church Diſ- 


cipline as Mr. Fofter has now publiſhed in his ſecond 
Letter, I ſhould net have found it ſo eaſy to excuſe 
myſelf. I Will not fay that his Scheme is an INI $1 
1 10x, becauſe the Mord is odious But I will fay, (and 


Conſcience, and that Mens Rights to the Privileges of 


Chriſtian Communion, are to be determined by a Judg- 


mene formed den Conſcience, by probable Evidence.” Thar 
ew: 1 WI W add 


the Scheme is wrong, I have ſh 1 | 
that it is DANGEROUS, and may ſerve as a Handle to 
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this, 1 will take leave to ask him one plain Queſtion, 


Wnon would He think it fafe to entruſt with a 


Power to //t in Fudgmem upon his Conſcience, and to 


determine by probable Evidence, whether He, in the 


Opinions which he profeſſeth, does or does not af 
againſt Conviction? Let him contider of this, and 


anſwer it to himſelf at his Leiſure. Mean while, I 
will obſerve that he has given ſufficient Reaſon why no 
Man upon Earth ſhould cruſt HI in ſuch a Caſe. I de- 
fire the Reader to attend to the following Paſſages : 
„ The Perſons (fa 3 
« Character of the old Hereticks, are violent Party- 


„Men, who confine Chriſtianity to their own Facti- 


on, and excommunicate all that differ from them; 


and Modes of Worſhip, as eſſential Branches of Re- 
ligion, and Laws binding Conſcience. = A tur- 
bulent, factious, and perſecuting Spirit is one of 
the ſure Marks of Hereſy; and when the Sub- 


and Morality, in ahfruſe incomprehenſible Myftertes, 


-TAINLY conclude, that if this does not proceed 
from a very weak Head, it uus | 


honeft Heart.” Serm. p. 306, 307. Again, 


. 


« Se&s or Hereſies may be formed about Rituals; 
about Things in themſelves indifferent, and con- 
feſſed to be indifferent, as well as about Points of 


Doctrine. And if the Leaders of theſe Sects, 
tho they pretend to aim at the Advancement of 
Religion by introducing greater Solemnity, Order 
and Decency, in the publick Worſhip, know, 


or to gratify their Ambition and Vanity, and con- 


« ſequentl againſt their in ward Convictions, they 
Ny ly be deſeribed as factious, h 5 


« Juſt | 
ed Hereticks.” Second Letter, p. 9. 
h 


- 
* 


s he) who come neareſt the 


the rigid Impoſers of human Schemes of Dofirine, 


ſtance of Religion is placed in trifling Speculations, 
Which have no manner of Connexion with Virtue 


or in outward Shew and Ceremony, we may CER= 


r ſpring from a di | 


themſelves, that they mean nothing bur Intereft, 


Whether Diſcipline is to be laid aſide, (as che Ser. 
mon ſpeaks) or, whether it * to he retained, 48 * 
Fa 5 ſecond 
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Schemes of Doctrine, and Modes 4 | Worſe c. who 


hut to paſs over this. It muſt be plain, that if a 
violent Party-Spirit be ſo ſure a Mark of Self-condem- 
nation, Mr. Fofter will never want Evidence of a 


an's being a Heretick, whenever he has a Mind to 


have it; for ALL, no doubt, are violent Party-Men, 
with RIM, who difer from him in their Perſuaſions, 


and think their Religion worth contending for. And 
in ſuch a Caſe he will be under ſtrong Temptations 
to compliment their good Senſe, and allow them to 
have able Heads only to prove that they have wicked 


Hearts. God forbid that any one's Right to the 


Privileges of Chriſtian Fellowſhip ſhould depend 


& 


upon the Meaſure of. another's. Charity. Vet chis 


hope, is, that he does not believe one Word of what 
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is the plain Conſequence of Mr. Fofer's Principles, 
for whom the moſt favourable Thing that one can 


he ſays himſelf, I pretend not (whatever he does) 
to determine any Thing about Mens inward Convickis | 
Gee 2 heretofore ſaid) I'muſt | 
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let him take his Choice. If he ſtands by it, he will 
have a very hard Thing upon his Hands, which 
is, to j»ftify it. If he quits it; he muff come to mine. 
Or, it, to avoid this, he ſhall go back again to his 
firſt Principles, (which he may do with juſt as good 
2 Grace as he has now left them) old Difficulties 
will again return, and remain unanſwered. 'Theſe 
_ Difficulties have been ſet forth; but there is one 
among the reſt which deſerves particular Notice. 
In Mr. Foſter's firſt Account it was maintained, not 
|. only that none ought to be excluded from Commu- 
nion, but thoſe who oppoſed the Faith againſt Con- 
viction, but alſo, that in the ordinary State of the 
Church none could judge of Mens inward Convicti- 
ons; the Conſequence of which is, that in the ordi- 
nary State of the Church none can be excluded from 
Chriſtian Communion, and that if even a profeſſed 
DES r, for Reaſons not apparent, ſhould deſire to be ad- 
mitted to the Sacrament as a Chriſtian, Mr. Foſter upon 
his Principles ought not to refuſe him. This Conſe- 
uence was ſet before Mr. Fer in the cloſe of my 
| ſecond Letter ®, and J left it with him to conſider 
upon what Foot the Church of Chriſt could be held toge- 
ther as a viſible Society © Mr. Foſter ſtates the Queſtion 
himſelf in his ſecond Letter , and gives this An- 
_ ſwer to it. © The viſible Church of Chriſt is to be 
held together as a Society —— by an Union in the 
« zeceſſary Faith of Chriſtians, and by Charity and 
4 mutual Forbearance, £9. ——Nor by an Unity of 
„ Opinion, which is next to impoſſible, or by an 
. Uniformity of Profeſſion, which can in many Caſes 
„ebe nothing elſe” bur Hypocrify.” This Anſwer is 
neither ſufficient nor conſiſtent. For, „ 
I. What he here ſtyles the neceſſary Faith of 
F _ Chriſtians, (by which, he ſays, the Church of Chriſt 
is hell together as a viſibie Society) a little before, he 
Calls hat Faith which DpETERMINES a Man's Right 
do Chriſtian Communion, So that, it ſeems, there 1 
I Fuitb by Which the vifible Church of Chriſt is 
vo One nm 8 
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held together as a Society, and without which no 
Man can have a Right ro be admitted to Chriſtian 
Communion. But this Anſwer does not explain, How 
there can be any ſuch Faith conſiſtently with Mr. 


 Fofter's firſt Principles, and every one ſees it is im- 
 F0ffible to be explain d. For if there be any one Point 
ol Faith, an Oppo/ition to which will juſtify the 
Church in denying a Man the Privileges of Chriſtian - 


Communion merely tor the Oppoſition-ſake, or all 


Pleas of Conſcience notwithſtanding ; Mr. Fofter's 
Doctrine falls ro the Ground. For it will not then be 


true, that zo Man ought to be denied the Privileges 


of Chriſtian Communion, unleſs in oppoſing the Faith 
he acts againſt the Conviction of his own CIence. 


2. The latter Part of the Anſwer is an . | 
Contradifion ro the firſt. For if there is a Faith by 
which the Church is held as a viſible Society, and 


| without which no Man can be admitted to Chriſtian 
Communion ; there muſt be, in order to qualify Men 


for Chriſtian Communion, an Unity of Opinion, and an 


 Uniformity of Profeſſion, as ro THAT FAITH. Yet 


Mr. Fefter lays it down abſolutely ; that the viſible 


Church of Chriſt is held together, nor by Unity of 


Opinion, vox by Uniformity of Profeſſſuun. 
Take the Thing, if you pleaſe, upon Mr. Fofter's 
ſecond Scheme, and ſee how. it will come out. Here 


indeed there is Room for a Rule of Admiſſion and 


Excluſion from Chriftian Communion, and Men may 


be admitted and excluded. Excluded (I tay) that is, 


in here and there a /ingle Infiance, when they have not 
Art enough to 4:fjemble their inward Convictions, 
and keep them out of the way of probable Evidence. 


Upon this foor, whoſoever mate a fair ſbeu in the 


Fleſb, (as the Apoſtle ſpeaks) or (in Mr. Fofter's own 


Words) are ſo cautious as to keep clear of all open Vices, 


and AFFECT an Air of SANCTITY, in order the more 


effefFually to ſecure their Ends, whatever be the Opi- 


Oe, nions they profeſs, they are not to be denied Com- 


munion, but to be Jef} to the Fudgment cf God; 


ALL 


contrary to primitive Rule, which was to exclude 
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„„ ob inate : Oppolers of the Faith; as has been 
1 ſhewn. V et many of e {er forth in OE ; 
as. ſpeaking Lyes in Hypocriſy ; transforming themſelves 
5 5 F er, br Light; and by good Words, = fair 
Speeches deceiving vibe Hearts of the Simple. 
Which way ſoever therefore Mr. Fofer turns him- 
ſelf, whether to his old Scheme, or to his new one, 
he is quite embaraſſed; and will find no Hel „ but 
by coming to the common Method of Diſcipline 
which he bas rejected. And what (I ask once more) 
is he afraid of? He confeſſes himſelf, that it is a 
harmleſs Thing ; and fo far he is in the right, that no 
Body can be hurt by it, but through his own Fault. 
He has the Judgment of his own Writers that it is 
confiflent with the Liberties of Mankind, as pleaded for 
by thoſe who are the greateff Friends to Liberty. 
What is it then that prompts Mr. Fofter to perſiſt in 
holding up an indefeniible Argument ? Why, —it 
is his Zeal againſt AxTICLes, and Confeſſions, and 
Efabliſhments ;, of which he ſays (angrily) —— I Am 
not at all CONCERNED about them. | CARE not what 
BECOMES of them ®. If Mr. Fofter's Reaſons would 
bear him our, his Reſentments would come with a bet- 
ter Grace; for if his Notions are right, all religious 
Settlements in the World are wrong. So mucn dorh 
this Queſtion import. Mr. Foffer. may not be con- 
vinced of his Miſtakes by the Arguments I have 
offered; but he ee Cauſe perhaps to abate a 
little of his g cee 7 And, tho' he diſdains to. 
learn any Thing from me, I hope he will learn this 
from himſelf; that it will become him, for the future, 
to uſe more decent Language, when he ſpeaks of 
mach Matten as theſ e nr et 
One Word more with Mr. Fer, and I have done. 
At the Cloſe of my firſt Letter I gave him a Cau- 
tion (ſo well I knew what I was to :exped from him) 
not to charge me with being for Perſecution in Conſe - 
quence of my having aſſerted to the Church a Right 
to judge of Hereſy. It might have been for his Cre- 
dit perhaps to have taken my Advice. But Pen 
Second Letter, p. 83. i . 
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